On November 4, 2008, the majority of California's electorate supported a ban on samesex marriage. Anecdotal evidence attributes its passage to increased turnout amongst Black and Latino voters. This article determines whether this was so; it also examines whether Blacks and Latinos were more likely than Whites to oppose same sex marriage, even when accounting for religiosity and political attitudes. Had Black and Latino turnout remained at the same level as in the 2004 presidential election, Proposition 8 would still have passed. Moreover, Blacks were more likely to favor a ban on same sex marriage when compared to Whites.
Introduction
The 2008 general election will be most remembered for the election of the nation's first African-American president, Barack Obama. However, several statewide races were also in the spotlight--most notably, the battle over same sex marriage continued to be a salient issue in California. While 61 percent of the state's voters in 2000 cast their ballots in favor of Proposition 22, which would amend the state's Family
Code to "only recognize marriage between a man and a woman", the California Supreme Court struck down the initiative as unconstitutional on May 16, 2008. i In less than a month's time, opponents of same sex marriage were able to get their initiative (known as figure, jumping from 13 to 18 percent of voters in California. While the existing research has found that states using ballot initiatives exhibit higher rates of turnout (Smith 2001; Tolbert, et al 2001; Tolbert 2005 ) than states without the initiative process, this landmark election appears to have generated the opposite effect.
Thus, the conventional wisdom regarding the passage of Proposition 8 can be summarized in the following way--had Obama not competed in the general election, turnout for these two groups would have been at their usual rates, and thus, Proposition 8
would have failed. Were racial/ethnic minorities more likely to support Proposition 8 than non-minorities, even when accounting for one's religiosity and political beliefs?
This paper addresses this question by analyzing voter attitudes towards Proposition 8 both prior to and on the day of the election. The pre-election analyses consist of two statewide public opinion polls that included questions on attitudes towards same sex The next section discusses the relevant literature on the dynamics of public opinions towards same sex marriage and gay rights more broadly, and the extent to which one's racial/ethnic identity factors into the formation of these attitudes. A brief discussion of the specific efforts made by the pro-and anti-Proposition 8 campaigns to target Blacks and Latinos follows. Next, the research design and data are presented, along with the findings from the analysis. A final section concludes.
Racial/Ethnic Differences on Attitudes Towards Gay Rights
A rich body of literature has examined the issue of gay rights, focusing both on opinion formation (Lewis 2003 (Abrajano, et al 2008; Campbell and Monson 2008) . A subset of the public opinion research has focused on racial variations in public opinion towards gay rights, particularly between Blacks and Whites (Levitt and Klassen 1974; Hudson and Ricketss 1980; Schneider and Lewis 1984; Lewis 2003) . The conclusions from these studies are mixed. Some have found Whites to hold more negative attitudes than do Blacks, while others demonstrate the opposite effect.
Explanations as to why Blacks are less supportive of gay rights, when compared to other groups in society, has been attributed to their higher levels of religiosity and affiliation as fundamental Protestants when compared to Whites (Taylor 1988; Taylor and Chatters 1996) , the commonly held belief that Blacks are more homophobic than are Whites (Brandt 1999) , and an opposition to the framing of gay rights as a civil rights issue (Gates 1999 and gender all had a greater impact on White attitudes than it did for Blacks' attitudes on homosexuality. He concludes that Black-Whites differences on this issue may therefore be more strongly related to "black attitude formation" and their socialization process (75). Lewis, however, finds no distinctions between Blacks' and Whites' attitudes on sodomy laws, antigay discrimination, and civil liberties. Thus, racial differences only seem to emerge with regards to the issue of same sex marriage.
Of particular relevance to the main question raised in this paper, Lewis and Gossett (2008) examine public opinion towards same-sex marriage in California from . Using field poll data, they conclude that cohort replacement explains most of the rise in public support for same sex marriage in California during this time period.
That is, younger people tend to be more supportive of same-sex marriage than are older individuals. They also demonstrate that these attitude changes are concentrated in particular subgroups within the electorate. Partisans, the religious, and racial/ethnic minorities are the three groups who demonstrated the greatest amount of attitude change over these twenty-one years. Lewis and Gossett (2008) 1999) , the church has traditionally been the most significant institution to help organize the Black community and on this particular issue, the role of the church was especially salient and relevant. Protestant churches with large Latino and Asian congregations have also followed suit by using the pulpit to organize these communities into political action (Wong, et al 2008) . 
Research Design
The goal of this paper is to understand which factors influenced individuals' attitudes towards same-sex marriage in California, and whether racial/ethnic group variations emerge, even when controlling for other important factors like religiosity and political ideology. Unlike the report produced by Egan and Sherrill (2009) , this analysis relies not just on one, but three sets of data to investigate voter attitudes towards Proposition 8. In addition, these surveys were conducted either before or on the day of the election, and not in the days following the election. All in all, this mode of analysis offers a more rigorous test of the existing explanations on same-sex marriage opinion formation; it also makes it possible to determine whether similar conclusions can be reached from disparate and independent data sources. The first pre-election survey was conducted by the Los Angeles Times/KTLA, and focuses specifically on public attitudes towards same-sex marriage as well as homosexuality. The survey was in the field from Although exit poll data are not typically used in academic research, this data constitutes the best publicly available information of voter preferences on the day of the election.
xiii And since this data is being supplemented with other survey data, the analyses are not solely based on this dataset.
The LCSLA survey was distributed in 50 randomly and ethnically representative precincts in Los Angeles city (Guerra, et al 2008 Asians are in favor of the ballot initiative, these estimates are based on a limited sample number of respondents. In the months leading up to the election, three out of the four polls conducted by Survey USA reveal that a majority of Black respondents supported a ban on same-sex marriage. However, the majority of Whites, Latinos and Asians were against the ballot initiative (the average level of support ranged from 54 to 55 percent).
In the PPIC survey, Whites and Latinos also opposed a ban on same-sex marriage, while a majority of Blacks and Asians favored it. Thus, with the exception of one pre-election survey, Blacks consistently supported Proposition 8. Whites, on the other hand, were opposed to the ballot proposition in all six of these pre-election surveys. targeting Latinos that led some to cast their ballot in favor Proposition 8; unfortunately, the analysis here cannot determine whether this was the case. Nonetheless, it is evident that the majority of Latino voters went from being against Proposition 8 prior to the general election to a majority favoring it in the aftermath of the election.
[ Table 1 goes here]
Looking more closely at racial/ethnic differences in opinions towards different facets of same-sex marriage, [ Table 2 goes here]
Attitudes towards the belief that the institution of marriage will be degraded if gays are allowed to marry are more divided; amongst Asians, Blacks and Latinos, approximately one-third of each group agree strongly with this notion, while another third disagree strongly. For Whites, 41.7 percent disagree strongly with this sentiment.
In the question asking respondents whether same-sex marriage is the most important issue facing California, either a majority or plurality of respondents from each group believes that it is an important issue, but not the most important one facing the state.
Thus, the California public did recognize the salience of this issue, though not as one that trumps all other issues, given that economic concerns dominated this election season. [ Table 3 goes here]
The impact of race and ethnicity on the other same-sex marriage questions, Christian affects one's attitudes opinions towards the ballot initiative. In comparing the relative influence of these various factors on one's likelihood of casting a "yes" vote on Proposition 8, being a Black respondent has the largest impact, followed by religion and partisanship.
[ Table 4 goes here]
To determine whether the pre-polling data was consistent with voter preferences on the actual day of the election, similar analysis was conducted on exit poll data. These estimates are presented in Table 5 . Again, the model accounts for several of the factors used in the previous models, though a measure of religiosity was not available in this survey. And even when accounting for one's political attitudes and religious affiliation, Blacks are more likely to support Proposition 8 than are Whites. This finding is not only consistent with the pre-polling data that was drawn from two different sources; it is also similar to the findings from the report where survey data was conducted in the days following the election (Egan and Sherill 2009) . Note that while the exit poll analysis only focuses on a particular subset of the California electorate, they are identical to the results based on the statewide surveys. xix As such, across the three public opinion surveys analyzed, the Black-White divide on the issue of same-sex marriage is quite consistentBlacks exhibited a greater likelihood of favoring a ban on same sex marriage when compared to Whites.
[ as well as the independent exit poll survey conducted by David Binder Research (DBR), which is used in Egan and Sherill's (2009) report.
[ Table 6 (Abrajano, et al 2008) . Related research by Donovan, et al (2008) , Smith, et al (2006) , as well as Campbell and Monsoon (2008) As this particular election highlights, California's racial and ethnic minorities have the ability to sway the electoral outcome. The targeted outreach efforts developed by both sides of the Proposition 8 campaign, when combined with Blacks' and Latinos' more cohesive preferences on the issue of same sex marriage than did Latinos. This end result is consistent with the existing work on Black and Latino political behavior; in general, Black political attitudes and vote preferences tend to be more homogenous when compared to the opinions held by Latinos. The extent to which greater mobilization efforts, along with cohort effects, can cause Latinos to shift in one direction or another is subject to future research endeavors.
Script to Spanish-Language Radio Ad created by the No on 8 Campaign (Los Angeles Mayor Anotonio Villaraigosa speaking): "The Proposition 8 campaign has knowingly targeted the Latino community with shameful and deceitful advertising. Prop 8 is about discrimination, not education. It's disgraceful to use children to try to take away people's civil rights. Prop 8 attacks all California families, including our Latino families. I am confident that once our community understands the discrimination behind Proposition 8 they will join me and vote No."
Coding of Variables (LA Times/KTLA Data):
The variables, Latino, Black, Asian, and Other Race, are coded as "1" if the respondent identifies with the ethnic/racial identity, "0" otherwise. The omitted category is White respondents.
Age is coded as a five-category variable, with 1 indicating those between the ages of 18 to 24, 2 as those between the ages of 25 to 34, 3 as those between the ages of 35 to 44, 4 as those between the ages of 45 to 64, and 5 as those age 65 or older.
Conservative is coded as a categorical variable, with 1 indicating very liberal, 2 somewhat liberal, 3 middle of the road, 4 somewhat conservative, and 5 very conservative.
The two partisanship variables are coded as 1 if they denote the party in question (either Democrat or Republican), 0 otherwise. The omitted category is Independents.
Married is coded as a dummy variable, with a "1" indicating that the respondent is married, "0" otherwise.
The variable capturing a respondent's interest on news pertaining to same-sex marriage is a categorical variable, with a 1 indicating that they follow the news very closely, 2 somewhat closely, 3 not too closely and 4 not closely at all.
The two religious affiliation variables, Born Again and Catholic, are both coded as dummy variables, with a "1" denoting the particular religion, 0 otherwise.
The religiosity variable is coded as 0 if the respondent almost never attends service, 1 if one attends several times a year, 2 if one attends about once a month, 3 if one attends about once a week, and 4 if the respondent attends more often than once a week.
The variable capturing whether the respondent has a gay friend, family member of coworker is coded as 1 if they know someone who is gay, 0 otherwise.
Coding of Variables (LCSLA Exit Poll Data):
The variables, Latino, Black, and Asian, are coded as "1" if the respondent identifies with the ethnic/racial identity, "0" otherwise. The omitted category is White respondents. Predicted Probability estimates; for the ordered logit estimates, the outcome variable was specified as the modal category. Estimates report the change in the probability for an infinitesimal change in each independent, continuous variable and, the discrete change in the probability for dummy variables. xiii Exit poll data is not drawn from a random group of individuals, nor is it typically representative of the population in question.
xiv See Barreto, et al (2008) , Barreto, et al (2006) for a detailed discussion of this sampling methodology. There were 626 respondents of Latino origin, with the majority of these respondents hailing from Mexico (77.8 percent), and 619 Black respondents. Whites were 40% percent of the sample, and Asians 5% of the sample.
xv These estimates are from the U.S. Census Bureau (2007) .
xvi The coding of these variables is available in the appendix. The last two variables were only available in the May 2008 poll.
xvii One factor to keep in mind is that the sample size of these ethnic/racial groups is rather small. a Reports the change in the probability for an infinitesimal change in each independent, continuous variable and, the discrete change in the probability for dummy variables.
b Variable was collinear with the dependent variable and was therefore dropped from the model.
